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has no brasvatva2^2 And, again, mabattvatva and dirgbat-
vatva^ or anutvatva and hrasvatvatva^ being separate jdtis^
the presence of one is an obstacle in the way of the
existence of another in the same substratum and at the
same time. Hence, the two dimensions cannot co-
inhere in a single substratum at one particular time.203
The Naiyayikas, however, do not agree with the above
mentioned views. They hold, on the other hand, that
both, the parama-dlrgbatva and parama-mahattva^ are
simultaneously present in the A.kdca^ just as both, the
{paramo) anutva and {paramo) brasvatva., subsist in a
paramdnu^ at one and the same time. In other all-
pervasive substances also both the dimensions, namely,
parama-mabattva and parama-dJrgbatva., co-inhere. In the
like manner, in substances of intermediate dimensions
(^madhyama-parimdna) there are both, the intermediate
mabattva and intermediate d'lrghatva^ except in the case
of a dvyanuka where the intermediate anutva and inter-
mediate brasvatva exist.2'5

Vallabha, the author of Nyayalilavati, holds that
brasvatva and dJrgbatva are not distinct dimensions, but
are the sub-divisions of anutva and mabattva respectively.
He, further, adds that if these be held to be independent
dimensions, then why should not the other possible
varieties of dimension, such as, vakratva^ rjutva., etc.
be recognised as such.206 This, again, seems to be only a
partial view. Even Cankaracarya, while referring to the
general view of Nyaya-Vai^esika, says that anutva and
brasvatva are the two dimensions which are said to
belong to a dvyanuka2^
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